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TO: Members of the MAG Transportation Review Committee

FROM: Tom Callow, City of Phoenix Chair

SUBJECT: MEETING NOTIFICATION AND TRANSMITTAL OF TENTATIVE AGENDA

Thursday, December 6, 2007, 10:00 a.m.
MAG Office, Suite 200, Saguaro Room
302 North 1st Avenue, Phoenix

A meeting of the MAG Transportation Review Committee {TRC) will be held at the time and place noted
above. Please park in the garage under the building. Bring your ticket to the meeting as parking will
be validated. Bicycles can be locked in the rack at the entrance to the parking garage.

Members of the MAG Transportation Review Committee may attend in person, via videoconference or
by telephone conference call. Those attending by videoconference must notify the MAG office three
business days prior to the meeting. Those attending by telephone conference call are requested to call (602)
261-7510 between 9:55 a.m. and 10:00 a.m. on the date of the meeting. After the prompt, please enter the
meeting ID number 6872 (MTRC) on the telephone keypad followed by the pound key. If you have a
problem or require assistance, dial 0 after calling the number above,

Pursuant to Title Il of the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), MAG does not discriminate on the basis
of disability in admissions to or participation in its public meetings. Persons with a disability may request
areasonable accommodation, such as a sign language interpreter, by contacting Christina Hopes at the MAG
Office. Requests should be made as early as possible to allow time to arrange the accommodation.

Please be advised that under procedures adopted by the MAG Regional Council on une 26, 1996, all MAG

commitiees need to have a quorum in order to conduct business. A quorum is a simple majority of the

membership or twelve people for the MAG TRC. If you are unable to attend the meeting, please make

arrangements for a proxy from your jurisdiction to represent you. If you have any questions or need
- additional information, please contact Eric Anderson or Christina Hopes at (602) 254-6300.
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TENTATIVE AGENDA

. Call to Order

. Approval of Draft October 25. 2007 Minutes

. Call to the Audience

- An opportunity will be provided to members
of the public to address the Transportation
Review Committee on items not scheduled on
the agenda that fall under the jurisdiction of
MAG, or on items on the agenda for
discussion but not for action. Citizens will be
requested not to exceed a three minute time
period for their comments. A total of 15
minutes will be provided for the Call to the
Audience agenda item, unless the
Transportation Review Committee requests an
exception to this limit.

. Transportation Director’s Report

Recent transportation planning activities and
upcoming agenda items for the MAG
Management Committee will be reviewed by
the Transportation Director.

COMMITTEE ACTION REQUESTED

2. Approve Draft minutes of the October 25,

2007 meeting.

3. For information and discussion.

4, For information and discussion.

ITEMS TO BE HEARD

. Proposition 400 Noise Mitigation Funds

On May 24, 2007, MAG issued a solicitation
of projects to utilize the remaining $20 million
of noise mitigation funds that were part of
Proposttion 400. The purpose of the program
is to address noise mitigation in residential
areas where ftraffic noise substantially
increased due to overall increases in traffic
. volume on the MAG Regional Freeway
System. The original intent of the program
was to mitigate noise in areas not eligible for
noise mitigation through the normal Arizona

Department of - Transportation (ADOT)

5. Information, discussion, and pessible action.




process, 1.e., areas that are scheduled for
roadway improvements through 2025. ADOT
has completed a review of the requests and
has determined that the requests for sound
walls total about $17 million. In addition, the
City of Glendale hasrequested reimbursement
of $9.3 million for sound walls that Glendale
paid for along Loop 101 which were
completed during the 2000 to 2005 period.
Please refer to Attachment One.

. Programming of Projects for MAG Federal
Funding in the 2009-2013 MAG
Transpoﬁation Improvement Program

The MAG Regional Transportation Plan
(RTP) targets all future MAG Federal Funds
to specific modes and, in some cases,
identifies specific projects for the funds. For
ITS, Bicycle, Pedestrian and Air Quality
projects, the RTP identified funds, but did not
specify individual projects. Requests for MAG
Federal fimds expected to be available for FY
2013 and FY2009 — ITS only — have been
received and ranked by the modal technical
advisory committees (TACs). The attached
table contains a list of projects submitted and
projects recommended by the Air Quality,
‘Bicycle, Pedestrian and ITS TACs. The TRC
is expected to recommend a list of priority
projects to receive MAG Federal funding for
the respective federal years. Details are
provided in Attachment Two.

. Project Changes - Amendments, and
Administrative  Modifications fo the FY

2008-2012 MAG Transportation Improvement
Program

The FY 2008-2012 TIP was approved by
‘Regional Council on July 25, 2007. Since that
time, there have been requests from member
agencies to modify projects in the programs.
The projects for the proposed amendment to
the FY2008-2012 TIP are listed in Table A
and the changes for administrative
modification to the FY2008-2012 TIP are
listed in Table B. The amendment includes

6. For information, discussion, and possible

action to recommend a list of projects to be
added to the FY2009-2013 MAG Federally

‘Funded program.

7. For information, discussion and possible

recommendation to approve an Amendment
and an Administrative Modification to the FY
2008-2012 Transportation Improvement
Program as shown in the attached tables.




projects that may be categorized as exempt
from conformity determinations. An
administrative modification does not require
a conformity determination. Details are
provided in Attachment Three.

Status of Local Sponsored Federal Funded
Projects

MAG Staff will provide: member agencies
with an update on the status of locally
sponsored federally funded projects for FY08
and FY09. Materials will be presented and
disseminated at the meeting.

MAG Occupancy Study Presentation

MAG recently completed a region-wide auto
occupancy and classification survey. The
collected data provides important insight into
developing travel trends and current
utilization of regional road infrastructure.
Auto occupancy rates were developed for
different types of road facilities, area types
and time periods. The auto occupancy study
revealed existing HOV violation rates and
lane efficiency. The key findings of the survey
will be presented. Attachment Four contains
related presentation related materials.

10. Transportation  Review Committee 2008

11.

Meeting Schedule

A tentative schedule of TRC Committee
meetings is provided in Attachment Five.

Member Agency Update

This section of the Agenda will provide
Committee members with an opportunity to
share information regarding a variety of
transportation-related issues within their
respective communities. '

8. For information and discussion.

9. For information and discussion.

10. For information, discussion, and approval of
the TRC 2008 Meeting Schedule.

11. For information and discussion.




12. Next Meeting Date

Pending approval of the 2008 TRC Meeting
Schedule, the next regular TRC meeting will
be scheduled Thursday, January 31, 2007 at
10:00 am. in the MAG Office, Saguaro
Room. '

12. For information and discussion.




DRAFT MINUTES OF THE
MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
TRANSPORTATION REVIEW COMMITTEE

October 25, 2007
Maricopa Association of Governments Office
302 North First Avenue, Suite 200, Saguaro Room
Phoenix, Arizona

MEMBERS ATTENDING

Phoenix: Tom Callow, Chair *Litchfield Park: Mike Cartsonis
*ADOT: Dan Lance Maricopa County: Mike Sabatini for John
Avondale: David Fitzhugh Hauskins
#Buckeye: Scott Lowe Mesa: Scott Butler for Jim Huling
Chandler: Patrice Kraus Paradise Valley: Robert M. Cicarelli
El Mirage: Lance Calvert for B.J. Cornwall Peoria: David Moody
Fountain Hills: Randy Harrel #Queen Creek: Mark Young
*Gila Bend: Lynn Farmer. RPTA: Bob Antila for Bryan Jungwirth
*Gila River: David White Scottsdale: David Meinhart for
*Gilbert: Tami Ryall Mary O’Connor
Glendale: Terry Johnson Surprise: Randy Overmyer
Goodyear: Cato Esquivel #Tempe: Carlos de Leon
Guadalupe: Jim Ricker Valley Metro Rail: John Farry
EX-OFFICIO MEMBERS ATTENDING
*Regional Bicycle Task Force: Randi *Pedestrian Working Group: Eric lwersen,
Alcott, RPTA City of Tempe
*Street Committee: Darryl Crossman, City *ITS Committee: Alan Sanderson

of Litchfield Park

* Members neither present nor represented by proxy. + - Attended by Videoconference
# - Attended by Audioconference

OTHERS PRESENT

Eric Anderson, MAG Brad Stoddard, City of Mesa
Maureen DeCindis, MAG Don Herp, City of Phoenix

Bob Hazlett, MAG Tom Remes, City of Phoenix
Roger Herzog, MAG Lynn Timmons, City of Phoenix
Steve Tate, MAG Michelle Lehman, City of Surprise
Eileen O. Yazzie, MAG John McNamara, DMJM

Carol Slaker, City of Mesa



1.

2.

Call to Order

Chairperson Tom Callow from the City of Phoenix called the meeting to order at 10:07 a.m.

Approval of October 25, 2007 Draft Minutes

Mr. Callow asked if there were any changes or amendments to the meeting minutes, and there
were none. A motion was made and seconded to approve the minutes as presented. Then, the
minutes were approved by unanimous voice vote of the Committee.

Call to the Audience

Mr. Callow asked if any cards requesting to speak had been submitted. No comment cards had
been received, and Mr. Callow moved on to the next item on the agenda.

Transportation Director’s Report

Mr. Eric Anderson, MAG Transportation Director, presented the Transportation Director’s
Report. The first item on Mr. Anderson’s report was Regional Area Road Fund (RARF)
revenues. Mr. Anderson informed the Committee that September RARF revenues had decreased
3 percent from September 2006. He also informed the Committee that year-to-date RARF
revenues were flat compared to the first quarter revenues for Fiscal Year (FY) 2007 and
commented the decline was troublesome.

Mr. Anderson reported that the Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) had released the
revised sales tax projections. The revised projections decreased the estimated RARF revenues
by more than $400 million over the life of the tax. In particular, the projections for FY08 were
significantly lower than previously expected. Mr. Anderson stated that the FY08 and early FY09
projections indicated continuing slow growth.

The second item on the Transportation Director’s Report was the Freeway Program under
Proposition 400. Mr. Anderson reported that internally MAG was reviewing the underpinnings
of the program. He informed the Committee that on October 24, 2007 Mr. Roger Herzog of
MAG presented the Annual Report on the Implementation of Proposition 400 at MAG Regional
Council meeting. According to Mr. Herzog’s report, the Freeway Program is experiencing a $2
to $3 billion dollar shortfall, which is due, in part, to tremendous cost increases.

Mr. Anderson stated that the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) reported a 58 percent
increase in construction costs in California between 2003 and 2006. He added that the increase
tracks closely to the experiences in Arizona. Mr. Anderson discussed a report from the
American General Contracting Association. He stated that both reports indicated the increases
are the result of a structural change in costs for housing commaodities, and that the expectation
Is that these cost increases would not go down. In addition, the American General Contracting
Association report predicted a cost run up for construction after the housing market recovered.



Mr. Anderson relayed ADOT’s top line number for construction of the 303. According to
ADOT, construction costs for the 303 are up to $2.8 billion or $75 million per mile. In contrast,
MAG had estimated the costs at $1.4 billion in the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) before
the significant increase in construction related costs.

Mr. Anderson informed the Committee that the second meeting of the Legislative Blue Ribbon
Transportation Committee on the Senate side would be held later in the day. At the meeting,
MAG would present on commuter rail efforts. He announced that the Blue Ribbon Committee
meeting agenda item on framework studies had been pulled and would be included on a later
agenda.

Next, Mr. Anderson provided an update on the MAG transit study. The twelve month transit
study is budgeted for $980,000 and is currently being advertised. Mr. Anderson informed the
Committee that a pre-proposal conference would be held on Monday, and proposals would be
due mid-November. He stated that MAG would like to hire a consultant for the study by the first
of the year.

Mr. Anderson announced the WTS Reauthorization Summit meeting at the Airport Mariott on
October 26, 2007. Mr. Anderson stated he would be moderating session on finance and
discussing the cost issues addressed in the various reports. Mr. John Farry from Valley Metro
Rail added that he would be attending the Legislative Blue Ribbon Committee meetings to
present an update on light rail. Mr. Farry also announced the attendance of Sherry Little,a FTA
Deputy Administrator, who would be touring the light rail project.

Mr. Callow thanked Mr. Anderson for his report and asked if there were any questions. There

were none, and this concluded the Transportation Directors’ Report.

Revised Table of Proposed PM-10 Paving of Unpaved Road Projects for FY 2010 CMAQ
Funding

Mr. Callow invited Ms. Eileen Yazzie from MAG to present on the PM-10 road projects
proposed to receive Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) funding. Ms. Yazzie
referred the Committee to Agenda Attachment One, which included a memorandum from the
MAG Air Quality Technical Advisory Committee and a table that ranked proposed PM-10
paving of unpaved road projects for FY2010 CMAQ funding.

Ms. Yazzie informed the Committee that the six projects listed in the table were rank ordered
by cost effectiveness. The projects and amounts of CMAQ funding requested as ranked in the
table included the City of Phoenix, $1.484 million; the City of El Mirage (1 project), $2.1
million; the City of Chandler, $469,500; Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation, $1.645 million; the
City of El Mirage (2" project), $762,000; and the Town of Youngtown, $700,000. Ms. Yazzie
informed the Committee that although the total amount of CMAQ funding requested was
$7,165,500 that only $3.5 million of funding was available for these projects.

Mr. Callow asked Ms. Yazzie if the TRC was being asked to approve all the projects listed in
the table. Ms. Yazzie replied that one of the recommendations made by the MAG Air Quality
Technical Advisory Committee was for the TRC to discuss, recommend, and approve the
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projects slated to receive the $3.5 million of available CMAQ funding for FY2010.

Ms. Kraus from the City of Chandler questioned Ms. Yazzie about the cost disparities between
the projects and then redirected the question to Mr. Lance Calvert from the City of EI Mirage.
Before responding to Ms. Kraus, Mr. Calvert clarified that the second EI Mirage project in the
table should be for unpaved roads not alleys. Mr. Calvert stated that he was unsure of the exact
cause for the cost disparities and postulated that it may be due to differences in design standards
by jurisdiction. Discussion followed.

After the discussion, Mr. David Moody from the City of Peoria motioned to approve the first
two projects listed, and Mr. Mike Sabatini from Maricopa County seconded the motion.
Discussion followed. Mr. Callow asked Ms. Yazzie if the CMAQ funding could be distributed
to multiple projects instead of approving projects in their entirety for funding. Ms. Yazzie
replied yes that the Committee could allocate funding to the various projects listed.

Mr. Butler from the City of Mesa expressed concerns about funding only one or two projects and
encouraged the Committee to allocate some funding to all of the projects listed in the table. Ms.
Kraus agreed and stated that the City of Chandler would relinquish some funds for use on other
projects to improve air quality. Discussion followed about how to remove the current motion
before the Committee and replace the motion with a substitute motion to allocate funding as
follows: City of Phoenix, $1 million; City of El Mirage, $1 million; City of Chandler, $350,000;
and Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation, $700,000.

After calculating the amounts proposed, Ms. Yazzie informed the Committee that the
recommendation was short $450,000. Mr. Butler recommended that $400,000 in additional
funding should be allocated to the City of Phoenix due the location of the air quality monitors.
Mr. Terry Johnson from the City of Glendale seconded the motion. Ms. Yazzie informed the
Committee that $50,000 of funding was still available. Mr. Callow recommended that the
remaining $50,000 should be allocated to the City of El Mirage.

Mr. Scott Lowe from the Town of Buckeye reminded the Committee that initial motion must be
withdrawn before proceeding with the substitute motion. Mr. David Moody from the City of
Peoria stated that he would be willing to remove the previous motion after hearing from the City
of El Mirage on the issue.

Mr. Calvert from the City of EI Mirage replied that prior to this year the City of EI Mirage was
not in the position to provide matching funds for the PM-10 projects. Mr. Calvert informed the
Committee that the projects in question were to pave daily trip streets with high levels of traffic
not alleyways. He agreed that funds should be distributed to multiple projects, but he did not
feel that funding should be taken away from crucial projects. Mr. Calvert stated that the City
of El Mirage would not be repeatedly applying for this type of funding due to the number of
unpaved roads within EI Mirage as compared to other jurisdictions with “hundreds of miles” of
unpaved roads. He added that it would be difficult to determine which roads would be paved
if the City of El Mirage did not receive all of the funding requested as it would be a challenge
for the City make the decision to pave one road in a subdivision, but not another. As a result of
these issues, Mr. Calvert felt that he could not agree to approve the substitute motion as
presented or favor the change to withdraw the previous notion. Discussion followed about the
Robert’s Rules of Order and proceeding with a vote on the initial and/or substitute motion.

4



Mr. Callow asked Mr. Calvert if it was the City of EI Mirage’s position that any amount of
funding allocated below the $2.1 million requested was not “a workable project” or if the City’s
position was to obtain as much funding as possible. Mr. Calvert replied that the City of El
Mirage needed as much funding as possible because it would be difficult to make up the $1.1
million difference in funding.

Mr. Callow responded that the City of Phoenix would be willing to accept $1.2 million in
CMAQ funding if the remaining monies would be allocated to the City of EI Mirage. Mr. Butler
accepted Mr. Callow’s recommendation, and Mr. Terry Johnson seconded the motion. Ms.
Yazzie repeated the funding allocations as proposed by the current motion on the table. Under
Mr. Butler’s revised motion, the CMAQ funding for FY2010 would be distributed as follows:
City of Phoenix, $1.2 million; City of El Mirage $1.25 million; the City of Chandler, $350,000;
and Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation, $700,000.

Mr. Callow asked if there were any additional questions or comments. Mr. Calvert asked if the
City of Chandler and Fort McDowell were in favor of the motion to receive partial funding. Mr.
Butler replied that the City of Chandler was in favor; however, Fort McDowell was not present
at the meeting or by audio-visual conference to present their position.

Mr. David Fitzhugh from the City of Avondale asked if the logic behind distributing the $1.2
million in funding to the City of Phoenix was because only half of the projects would have an
effect on the PM-10 readings. Mr. Callow responded that the logic was not that the other
projects would not have an affect on the monitors, but that the other projects were not directly
adjacent to the monitors. Mr. Fitzhugh thanked Mr. Callow for the clarification and expressed
support for the City of EI Mirage.

Mr. Callow called for a vote, and the motion was approved by subsequent voice vote of the
Committee. Mr. Callow thanked Ms. Yazzie for her report and this concluded the discussion
on the revised table of proposed CMAQ funding for PM-10 paving of unpaved road projects for
FY2010.

Update to the Arterial Life Cycle Program Policies and Procedures

Mr. Callow invited Ms. Yazzie to discuss the update to the Arterial Life Cycle Program’s
Policies and Procedures. Ms. Yazzie announced a proposed update to the Arterial Life Cycle
Program (ALCP) Policies and Procedures approved on December 13, 2006, and informed the
Committee that the previous version did not include Closeout Policies to distribute unused
RARF funds at the end of the fiscal year.

Ms. Yazzie reported that MAG Staff had collaborated with the ALCP Working Group through
meetings and email to develop the RARF Closeout Policies. Ms. Yazzie summarized key points
of the RARF Closeout Policies, which included the liability of member agencies receiving funds,
eligibility deadlines and project requirements, and the prioritization of projects eligible to
receive funds through the RARF Closeout Process. Other changes to the Policies included the
addition of a Certification page to the ALCP and a revision to the inflation factor used in
determining project costs and reimbursements.



Ms. Yazzie informed the Committee that the update was before the Committee as an action item
and asked if the Committee had any questions or comments. Mr. Fitzhugh asked the members
of the Committee with projects in the ALCP if they had any concerns or feedback on the
proposed RARF Closeout Process.

Mr. Dave Meinhart from the City of Scottsdale stated that he supported the idea of distributing
the funds. He stated that the order of projects in the ALCP did not necessarily relate to the
importance of the projects to the individual jurisdictions. He continued to state that some of the
projects scheduled in Phase IV were of higher importance than some projects scheduled in
earlier phases.

Mr. Moody expressed concerns about the possibility of a program shortfall. He acknowledged
that it would be better for all jurisdictions if projects would be built and reimbursed as soon as
possible as opposed to sitting on available funds. In response, Ms. Yazzie directed the
Committee to Section 270 of the proposed Policies which addresses shortfalls in the ALCP.

Under Section 270, all projects will be moved in order if a shortfall occurs. Ms. Yazzie
reminded the Committee that policies on a program shortfall had been in place since the
beginning of the Arterial Life Cycle Program. In addition, Ms. Yazzie informed the Committee
that the RARF account currently had $42 million dollars available for reimbursement. She also
reminded the Committee that the ALCP would undergo a performance audit and a financial audit
in the near future, and that by conducting a RARF Closeout on an annual basis it would
demonstrate the fiscal management of the program. Discussion followed.

Mr. Meinhart requested clarification from Ms. Yazzie on the impact of the proposed change to
the inflation factor used. Ms. Yazzie stated that the West inflation factor was slightly higher
than the national factor and closer to the actual experiences of the region. She added that input
was received from economists before requesting the proposed change to the inflation factor. Mr.
Meinhart asked if the inflation factor would be retroactive. Ms. Yazzie replied that the new
inflation factor would only be applied to current and future calculations.

Mr. Moody moved to approve the update the ALCP Policies and Procedures as presented, and

Mr. Randy Overmyer from the City of Surprise seconded. The motion was approved by
unanimous voice vote of the Committee, and this concluded Ms. Yazzie’s report.

Arterial Life Cycle Program Status Report

Ms. Christina Hopes from MAG presented the Status Report for the Arterial Life Cycle Program
for the period between July and September 2007. Ms. Hopes announced that there were 39
projects programmed for work and $75 million programmed for reimbursement in FY08. She
informed the Committee that every agency with a project scheduled in the ALCP was
programmed for work and/or reimbursement in FY08.

According to Ms. Hopes, MAG Staff had received two Project Overviews for El Mirage Road
and four Project Reimbursement Requests totaling $3.897 million during the first quarter of
FY08. Ms. Hopes informed the Committee of an error in the ALCP Status Report from January
- June 2007. The previous report stated that the ALCP had reimbursed $21 million to-date. Ms.
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Hopes explained that this was an administrative error, and the correct amount of ALCP
reimbursements to-date was $28.6 million.

Ms. Hopes referred the Committee to a handout on the RARF Revenues collected from July to
September 2007. Ms. Hopes reported that the arterial program received between $3.2 and $3.5
million each month during the first quarter of FY08 She acknowledged that the amount collected
was lower than estimated.

Ms. Hopes announced the approval of the update to the Transportation Improvement Program
at the October 24, 2007 Regional Council meeting. She reported that the most common changes
made to the TIP and ALCP included shifting project schedules to a later year and redistributing
allocated funds from one work phase to another.

Mr. Callow asked if there were any questions or comments about the ALCP Status Report.
There were none, and this concluded Ms. Hopes’ report.

The Interstate 10 - Hassayampa Valley Transportation Framework Study

Mr. Bob Hazlett from MAG requested action by the Committee to (1) accept the findings of the
Interstate 10 - Hassayampa Valley Transportation Framework Study as the surface and public
transportation framework for the Hassayampa Valley, (2) adopt the traffic interchange locations
for the Interstate 10/Papago Freeway from SR 303L/Estrella Freeway to 459" Avenue and
minimum two-mile spacing on new freeway corridors, (3) adopt the “Arizona Parkway” as a
new functional classification of roadway for use in the Hassayampa Valley and the MG Region
and (4) accept the finding and implementation strategies as described in the Hassayampa Valley
Framework Study for inclusion as illustrative corridors in the Regional Transportation Plan. Mr.
Hazlett announced that he had presentation materials available from previous presentations,
which would be made available upon request.

Mr. Anderson announced that during the week several discussions had been held about the
wording of the recommended actions for the Framework Study. He reported that individuals had
expressed concerns about the ambiguous wording of the recommendations as well as concerns
about the effect the recommendations would have on existing facilities. Mr. Anderson stressed
the need for accurate wording of the recommendations and encouraged the development of a
working group to review and revise the Framework Study recommendations .

Mr. Fitzhugh inquired about the implications of adopting the Hassayampa Framework Study
recommendation. In particular, he inquired if the recommendations would be applied to the
entire MAG region or if it would be limited to the study area. Mr. Anderson responded that the
wording of the recommendations and clarification on the implications would be the goal of the
working group. Discussion followed.

Mr. Johnson concurred with Mr. Anderson’s suggestion to develop a group to review and revise
the proposed actions for this agenda item. Mr. Callow announced that the agenda item would
be tabled until further review by the working group.



10.

Mr. Callow asked if there were any questions or comments about the Hassayampa Framework
Study. There were none, and this concluded Mr. Hazlett’s report.

Member Agency Update

Mr. Callow asked members of the Committee whether they would like to provide updates;
address any issues or areas of concern regarding transportation at the regional level; and asked
whether any members in attendance would like to address recent information that was relevant
to transportation within their communities.

Mr. Calvert announced that he was relatively new the Committee and the Phoenix metropolitan
area. He asked if the Bicycle/Pedestrian Committee’s recommendations would be on the next
TRC agenda. Mr. Calvert expressed concerns about how federal funds are delineated by the
Bicycle/Pedestrian Committee. In particular, he expressed interest in how the Committee
determines funding and the criteria used to select which projects are funded. After Mr. Calvert
completed his commentary, Mr. Callow asked if there were any additional comments. There
were none, and this concluded the Member Agency Update.

Next Meeting Date

Mr. Callow informed members in attendance that the next meeting of the Committee would not
be held on October 25, 2007 as previously indicated on the agenda due to the Thanksgiving
holiday. He announced that the next TRC meeting would be held in December. There being
no further business, Mr. Callow adjourned the meeting at 11:07 a.m.
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" November 27, 2007

TO: Membezs of the Transportation Review Committee

* FROM: FEric J. Anderson, Transportation Director

SUBIJECT: Proposition 400 Noise Mitigation Funds

ADOT has completed a preliminary analysis of the proposed sites for additional noise mitigation.
The summary chapter of the report with the evaluation of the 11 sites is attached. The preliminary
analysis indicates that the additional noise miti gation canbe provided at these locations. According
to the analysis, the cost to construct the additional noise measures is approximately $17 million plus
the design costs. This figure does not inchude the reimbursement request from the City of Glendale
for $9.3 million. In addition, ADOT is recommending that additional noise modeling be conducted
to refine that proposed noise mitigation solutions. Once this work is finished, revised construction

cost estimates will be developed.

BACKGROUND
On May 24, 2007, MAG issued a solicitation of projects to utilize the remaining $20 million of noise

mitigation funds that were part of Proposition 400. The purpose of the program is to address noise
mitigation in residential arcas where traffic noise substantially increased due to overall increases in
traffic volume on the MAG Regional Freeway System. The original intent of the program was to
mitigate noise in areas not eligible for noise mitigation through the normal ADOT process, 1.e., areas

that are scheduled for foadway improvements through 2025,

The TPC recommended at the May 16, 2007 meeting, that areas that are not scheduled for roadway
improvements for the next five years also be eligible for the noise mitigation funding. At the same
meeting, the TPC also recommended that projects that exceed the ADOT cost threshold of $43,0600
per impacted property be considered. The last TPC recommendation was to include information
about any noise mitigation policies or ordinances of the jurisdiction that provides noise mitigation as

part of devélopment projects adjacent to freeways.

Five MAG member agencies submitted noise mitigation projects for con&derahon A summary of
the requests follows: .

Glendale:
The City of Glendale requested reimbursement of $9.3 million for the construction of sound walls

along the Loop 101 in the foﬂowmg locations:
51% Avenue to 53 Avenue, south side of 1.101, constructed in 2000;
Union Hills to 750 Avenue, south and east side of 1.101, constructed in 2002;
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. 67 Avenue to 752 Avenue, both sides of 1,101, constructed in 2004;
67% Avenue to 597 Avenue, both sides of L101, constructed in 2005.

Maricopa County:

Maricopa County requested that noise walls be constructed on the south side of the future 1303
alignment from Robertson Drive to the eastern boundary of Sun City West.

Peoria:
The City of Peoria requested that noise walls be constructed at the following locations along L101:

. North of Northern Avenue, west of L101;
s South of Peoria Avenue, west of L101;
. North of Peoria Avenue, east of L101.

Phoenix:

The City of Phoenix submitied four locations for noise wall construction along three freeways:
. 7% Avenue to 150 Avenue, north side of I-10;
» Northeast corner of Loop 101 and 7 Street;
» Southeast corner of L101 and 51% Avenne;
. Northwest corner of SR 51 and Greenway Parkway.
Scottsdale:

The City of Scottsdale submitted requests for two locations west of L1012
. North of Cactus Road, west side of L101;
. North and south of Via Linda, west side of L101.

If you have any questions or comments, please contact me at the MAG office at (602) 254-6300. -
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

On May 24, 2007, Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) issued a solicitation of
projects to utilize the remaining $20 million of noise mitigation funds that were part of
Proposition 400. The purpose of the program is to address noise mitigation in
residential areas where traffic noise substantially increased due to overall increases in
traffic volume on the MAG Regional Freeway System. The original intent of the program
was to mitigate noise in areas not eligible (Jower than Arizona Department of
Transportation (ADOT) Noise Abatement Policy action level) for noise mitigation
through the normal ADOT process, ie., areas that are scheduled for roadway

improvements through 2025,

This preliminary noise reduction study was developed to focus on the areas of concem
and prioritize accordingly. _
For a better understanding of noise level, a copy of the ADOT Noise Abatement Policy

(reviewed and approved by FHWA) is provided as a separate attachment for your
review.
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2.0 POTENTIAL NOISE BARRIER LOCATIONS

The City of Phoenix potential areas for noise reduction submitted are as follows:

+ North side residents of Interstate 10 (I-10), from 7th Avenue to 15th Avenue
Southeast corner (SEC) of 51st Avenue and Loop 101 (Agua Fria Freeway)
(Overland Hills development just east of the SEC)

East side residents of I-17, just south of Camelback (two-story condominiums)
Northeast Corner (NEC) of 7th Street and Loop 101

40th Street and the State Route 51 (SR 51)

SR 51 and the Greenway Parkway

The potential area at 40th Street and the SR 51 was exciuded from further analysis
because a 16-foot barrier is present that already protects the customers.

- The City of Scottsdale potential areas for noise reduction submitted are as follows: 7

» Northwest comer (NWC) of SR 101 and Cactus Road
*» NWC of SR 101 and 90th Street

The City of Peoria potential areas for noise reduction submitted are as follows:

» Woest side residents of SR 101, from North Avenue to Olive Avenue
*  West side residents of SR 101, from Olive Avenue fo Peoria Avenue
» East side residents of SR 101, from Peoria Avenue to Grand Avenue

The City of Glendale potential areas for noise reduction are as follows:
s SR 101, south side from 51st Avenue to 58th Avenue
* SR 101, east/south side from Union Hills Drive to 75th Avenue
+ SR 101, both sides from 59th Avenue to 75th Avenue

The potential areas from the City of Glendale were excluded from further analysis
because noise barriers already protect the customers.

The Maricopa County potential area for noise reduction submitted is as follows:
« SR 303, Deer Valley Road to north of Robertson Drive

The locations of these potential areas are shown in Appendix A.
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3.0 EXISTING NOISE LEVELS

Noise level monitoring was conducted at 26 sites for the potential areas of noise
reduction described above (monitor number is labeled “MON") to document existing
traffic noise level conditions. The monitoring results are summarized in Table 1. -

TABLE 1
Noise Level Monitoring Results ]
. Monitor L . Monitoring
Juridiction Number Address/Description Major Freeway Result
Leg, dBA -
MON-01 NWC, Sth Avenue and Moreland Street 10 59
Phoenix | MON-02 NWC, 11th Avenue and Moreland Street -10 &1
MON-03 NWC, 13th Avenue just south of Culver Street =10 a2
MON-04 SWC, End of the cul-de-sac at East San Rafael Drive SR 101 58
Scottsdale MON-05 West side of freeway just south of East Via Linda SR 101 59
MON-06 SWG, Larkspur Drive and 87th Street SR 101 58
MON-07 ) SWC, Sweetwater Avenue and 87th Street SR 10 53
MON-08 NWC, East Waltann Lane and 35th Sireet SR 51 56
Phoenix MON-09 SWC, North 10th Place and East Pontiac Drive SR 101 62
NE of West Highland Avenue and Black Canyon Highwa
MON-10 : frontage Road yon Ty H7 86
MON-11 | Northwest of North 85th A\g,-r?:r.;: and West Las Palmaritas SR 101 60
MON-12 SW of North 92nd Drive and West Sanna Circle SR 101 58
MON-13 SW of North 92nd Drive and West Mountain View Road SR 101 62
. Northwest of West Mountain View Road between 92nd Drive
Peoria ; MON-14 and 94th Avenue SR 101 50
MON-15 Northwest of 92nd Drive and West Monrce Strest SR 101 61
MON-16 Behind the first row in the Mobile Home Park SR 101 55
MON-17 In front of the first row in the Mobile Home Park SR 101 62
MON-18 SW of West Yucca Street and North 93rd Avenue SR 101 59
MON-19 Northwest of West Kerry Way and North 78th Drive SR 101 58
MON-20 NE of North 77th Avenue and West Escuda Road SR 101 55
: SE of West Beardsley Road and Arrowhead Lakes
Glendale | MON-21 p m‘;’dominiums SR 101 60
MON-22 SW of North 53rd Avenue and West Escuda Road SR 11 £8
MON-23 SW of North 70th Dyive and cul-de-sac SR 104 58
Phoenix |-MCON-24 [Piayground, SEC, West Menadota Drive and North 48th Lane] SR 101 68
MON-25 4762 West Menadota Drive {backyard} SR 101 61
Mg‘:jﬁga MON-26 15435 West Robertson Drive SR 303 56

The monitoring locations represent the general noise levels of the neighborhoods
adjacent to the freeways. Detailed noise level monitoring information is located in
Appendix B of this report, and the photos for these locations are shown in Appendix C.
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4.0 PRIORITIZATION

Appendix D shows the matrix of potential noise barrier priorities and detailed
information. The priorities for the noise barriers are rated based on factors including
existing monitoring noise levels, number of benefited customers, project costs, and
whether freeway improvements will be made within 10 years. The project cost is
calculated based on the barrier length and barrier height proposed by each jurisdiction,
with a unit cost of $33 per square foot, and $40 per linear foot for removal costs for
existing barriers and privacy walls. Potential noise reduction measures will be
considered for those areas where no freeway improvements are planned or
programmed within 10 years.

The suggested priorities for all the 11 potential barriers in each jurisdiction are shown in
Table 2.

TABLE 2
Suggested Priority and Area Location

Priority Area Location Jurisdiction
1 I-17 & Camelback Road (SEC) City of Phoenix
2 110, 7th Avenue to 15th Avenue (north side) City of Phoenix
3 SR 101 & 51st Avenue {SEC) City of Phoenix
4 SR 101 & 7th Strest (NEC) City of Phoanix
5 SR 101, Peoria Avenue io Grand Avenue City of Peoria
6 5R 101, Olive Avenue to Peotia Avenue City of Peoria
7 SR 101, North Avenus to Olive Avenue City of Pecria
] SR 101 & 90th Street (NWC) City of Scoltsdale
g SR 101 & Cactus Road (NWC) : City of Scoltsdale
10 8R 51 & Greenway Parkway (NWC) City of Phoenix
11 SR 303, Deer Valley Road to north of Robertson Drive Maricopa County

The detailed information for each priority location is also illustrated in Tables 3-13. The
future freeway improvement projects and plan phase are from the Regional

Transportation Plan (RTP).
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Priority 1: City of Phoenix, I-17 & Camelback Road (SEC)

- TABLE 3

Information About Priority 1 Location

Age of neighborhood

Property approved on 3/12/1996

Deed date for first row customers

N/A

Date of public knowledge

212711857

Future freeway improvement projects

Long term capacity improvements

Plan phasing

Phase 3 (Fiscal Year (FY) 2016-

2020)
Land use type Condominium
No. of affected customers with 200 feet Approximately 8
from potential barrier
Average distance from first row to freeway | 280 feet

Main noise source

I-17 mainiine, rémp and frontage
Road

Existing traffic volumes

AADT 2005, 213,000

Existing total through lanes

6 and High Cccupancy Vehicle

(HOV) lanes
Planned total through lanes 10 and HOV lanes
Measured noise levels (dBA) 66
Existing noise barrier No
Asphait rubber friction course {ARFC) Yes, previous ARFC
Privacy wall Yes, 4 feet
Other noise reduction option N/A
Potential barrier length (feet) Approximately 800
Potential barrier height (feet) 20
Estimated potential barrier cost $528,000
Estimated cost per benefited customer $66,000

The freeway is dominated by a large traffic volume of 213,000 annual average daily
traffic (AADT) based on 2005 figures. The noise source originates not only from the
mainline and ramp, but also from the frontage road. Monitoring noise level for the site
located near the pool area is about 66 dBA. This is the highest noise level among ali
the monitoring data. No noise barrier exists at this location right now; however, there is
a noise barrier about 10-12 feet between the freeway and frontage road on the
-northbound side from West Hazelwood Street to West Turney Avenue. A programmed
future freeway improvement project is scheduled in Phase 3 (FY 2016-2020). The
estimated cost of the potential barrier is about $528,000.
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Priority 2: City of Phoenix, 1-10, 7th Avenue to 15th Avenue (north side)

TABLE 4

Information About Priority 2 Location

Age of neighborhood

Properties built in 1920's - 1940's

Deed date for first row customers

One is in the year of 1958, others
from 1975 to 2007

Date of public knowledge 5/8/1965

Future freeway improvement projects No

Plan phasing No

Land use type Single family homes (SFH)
No. of affected customers with 200 feet Approximately 40

from potential barrier

Average distance from first row to freeway | 300 fest

Main noise source

I-10 mainline and ramp

Existing traffic volumes

AADT 2005, 258,000

Existing total through lanes

10 and HOV lanes

Planned total through lanes

10 and HOV lanes

Measured noise levels (dBA)

59-62

Existing noise barrier

Yes, 9-10 feet on the customer
side

Asphalt rubber friction course (ARFC)

Yes, fall 2004/spring 2005

Privacy wall

Partial

Other noise reduction option

Depressed roadway

Potential barrier length (feet)

Approximately 2,500

Potential barrier height (feet) 20
-Estimated potential barrier cost $1,750,000
Estimated cost per benefited customer $43,750

Monitoring noise levels for this site for the first building row customers range from 59 to
62 dBA. A noise barrier already exists with a height of 9-10 feet on the customer side.
Since this site is located within a historic district and no new freeway improvements or
redevelopments are anticipated, it falls within MAG's option for potential noise
reduction. In addition, this site is under political pressure for additional noise reduction.

The freeway is depressed from 7th Avenue to 11th Avenue, which results in lower noise
levels at monitoring site #1 (69 dBA) and site #2 (61 dBA). The freeway becomes at
grade and elevated from 11th Avenue to 15th Avenue. Therefore, the noise level at
monitoring site #3 is 62 dBA. Also noted in the field measurement, there is a break in
the barrier between 11th Avenue and 13th Avenue, which allows noise propagation

directly to customers.
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Priority 3: City of Phoenix, SR 101 & 51st Avenue (SEC)

TABLE 5

Information About Priority 3 Location

Age of neighborhood Properties built in 1985
Deed date for first row customers N/A
Date of public knowledge 2/9/1984

Future freeway improvement projects

New general purpose lane {(GPL)
and HOV

Plan phasing Phase 4 (FY 2021-2026)
Land use type SFH

No. of affected customers with 200 feet Approximately 28

from potential barrier

Average distance from first row to freeway | 220 feet

Main noise source

SR 101 mainline, ramp and

frontage road
Existing traffic volumes AADT 2005, 150,000
Existing total through lanes 6 lanes

Planned total through lanes

1 8 and HOV lanes

Measured noise levels (dBA) 58-61
Exisling noise barrier No
Asphalt rubber friction course (ARFC) Yes, fall 2003
Privacy wall Yes, 8 feet
Other noise reduction option N/A -
Potential barrier length (feet) Approximately 1,300
Potential barrier height (feet) 20
Estimated potential barrier cost $896,000

1 Estimated cost per benefited customer $32,000

The freeway is dominated by moderate traffic volume of 150,000 AADT based on 2005
figures. Monitoring noise levels for this site for the first building row customers range
from 58 to 61 dBA. The planned future freeway improvement project is not scheduled
until FY 2021, which is beyond the 10 year period. The potential barrier cost is about
$896,000, with an estimated cost per benefited customer of $32,000.
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Priority 4: City of Phoenix, SR 101 & 7th Street (NEC)

TABLE 6

Information About Priority 4 Location

Age of neighborhood Properties built in 1999
Deed date for first row customers N/A
Date of public knowledge 5/11/1995

Future freeway improvement projects

New GPL and HOV

Plan phasing

Phase 2 (FY 2011-2015), Phase 4
(FY 2021-2026)

Land use type SFH .
| No. of affected customers with 200 feet Approximately 29

from potential barrier

Average distance from first row to freeway | 250 feet

Main noise source

SR 101 mainline, ramp and
frontage road

Existing traffic volumes

AADT 2005, 154,000

Existing total through lanes 6 lanes

Planned total through lanes 8 and HOV lanes
Measured noise levels (dBA) 62

Existing noise barrier No

Asphatt rubber friction course (ARFC) Yes, fall 2003
Privacy wall Yes, 7.5 feet

Other noise reduction option

Depressed freeway

Potential barrier length (feet)

Approximately 1,300

Potential barrier height (feet) 20
Estimated potential barrier cost $8986,000
Estimated cost per benefited customer $30,897

The freeway is dominated by moderate tfraffic volume of 154,000 AADT based on 2005
figures. Monitoring noise level for this site for the first building row customers is about
62 dBA. The planned future freeway improvement project is scheduled in Phase 2
between 2011 and 2015 which is within the 10 year window. The potential barrier cost
is about $896,000, with an estimated cost per benefited customer of $30,897.
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Priority 5: City of Peoria, SR 101, Peoria Avenue to Grand Avenue

TABLE 7
information About Priority 5 Location

Age of neighborhood Sunset village estates approved in
1973

Deed date for first row customers 1984 - 2007

Date of public knowledge 6/21/1984

Future freeway improvement projects

New GPL and HOV -

Plan phasing

Phase 3 (FY 2016-2020), Phase 4
(FY 2021-2026)

Land use type

SFH & mobile home

No. of affected customers with 200 feet
from potential barrier

Approximately 21 Mobile Homes,

1 26 SFH

Average distance from first row to freeway

250-700 feet

Main noise source SR 101

Existing traffic volumes AADT 2005, 129,000
Existing total through lanes 6 lanes

Planned total through lanes 8 and HOV lanes
Measured noise levels (dBA) 56-62

Existing noise barrier

YES, Approximately 10 feet, ending
at SFH

Asphalt rubber friction course (ARFC)

Yes, spring 2005

Privacy wall Yes, 6 feet

Other noise reduction option Setback for SFH
Potential barrier length (feet) Approximately 3,100
Potential barrier height (feet) 20

Estimated potential barrier cost $2,170,000
Estimated cost per benefited customer $46,170

The freeway is dominated by moderate traffic volume of 129,000 AADT based on 2005
figures. Monitoring noise levels for this site for the first building row customers are about
56-62 dBA. The planned future freeway improvement project is not scheduled until in
Phase 3 (FY 2016-2020). There is an existing noise barrier approximately 10 feet high.
The potential barrier estimated cost is about $2,170,000, with an estimated cost per
benefited customer of $46,170.
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Priority 6: City of Peoria, SR 101, Olive Avenue fo Pearia Avenue

TABLE 8
Information About Priority 6 Location
Age of neighborhood Properties approved in 1997
Deed date for first row customers N/A
Date of public knowledge 6/21/1984
Future freeway improvement projects New GPL and HOV
Plan phasing Phase 3 (FY 2016-2020), Phase 4
(FY 2021-2026)
Land use type SFH
No. of affected customers with 200 feet Approximately 58
from potential barrier
Average distance from first row to freeway | 200 feet
Main noise source SR 101
Existing traffic volumes AADT 2005, 139,000
Existing total through lanes 6 lanes
Planned total through lanes 8 and HOV lanes
Measured noise levels (dBA) 50-62
Existing noise barrier No
Asphalt rubber friction course (ARFC) Yes, spring 2005
Privacy wall Yes, § feet
Other noise reduction option N/A
Potential barrier length (feet) Approximately 4,500
Potential barrier height (feet) 20
Estimated potential barrier cost $3,150,000
Estimated cost per benefited customer $54,310

The freeway is dominated by moderate traffic volume of 139,000 AADT based on 2005
. figures. Monitoring noise levels for this site for the first building row customers are about
50-62 dBA. The planned future freeway improvement project is not scheduled until in
Phase 3 (FY 2018-2020). No existing noise barrier is located at this site. The potential
barrier cost is about $3,150,000, with an estimated cost per benefited customer of

$54,310.
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Priority 7: City of Peoria, SR 101, North Avenue to Olive Avenue -

TABLE 9
information About Priority 7 Location
| Age of neighborhood Properties approved around 1985
Deed date for first row customers N/A
Date of public knowledge 6/21/1984
Future freeway improvement projects | New GPL and HOV
Plan phasing Phase 3 (FY 2016-2020), Phase 4
{FY 2021-2026)
Land use type SFH

No. of affected customers with 200 feet Approximately 32
from potential barrier
| Average distance from first row to freeway | 500-800 feet

Main noise source SR 101

Existing traffic volumes AADT 2005, 142,000

Existing total through lanes 6 lanes

Planned total through lanes 8 and HOV lanes

Measured noise levels (dBA) 60

Existing noise barrier No

Asphalt rubber friction course (ARFC) Yes, spring 2005

Privacy wall Yes, 8.5 feet

Other noise redtiction option ' 2 rows of 30 feet commercial
buildings, setback

Potential barrier iength (feet) ' Approximately 2,500

Potential barrier height (feet) 20

Estimated potential barrier cost $1,750,000

Estimated cost per benefited customer $54,688

The freeway is dominated by moderate traffic volume of 142,000 AADT based on 2005
figures. Monitoring noise levels for this site for the first building row customers are about
58-60 dBA. The planned future freeway improvement project is not scheduled until in
Phase 3 (FY 2016-2020) and Phase 4 (FY 2021-2026). There are two rows of
commercial buildings, with a height of 30 feet just south of Olive Avenue. Also, the land
use for the areas south of Las Palmaritas Drive is of mixed use. The estimated existing
barrier cost is approximately $1,750,000, with an estimated cost per benefited customer

of $54,688.
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Priority 8: City of Scottsdale, SR 101 & 90th Street (NWC)

TABLE 10
Information About Priority 8 Location

Age of neighborhood

Properties approved around 1978

Deed date for first row customers

1985 - 2007

Date of public knowledge

7/24{1985

Future freeway improvement projects

New GPL. and HOV

Plan phasing

Phase 1 (FY 2005-2010), Phase 4
(FY 2021-2026)

Land use type SFH

No. of affected customers wnth 200 feet Approximately 22
from potential barrier _

Average distance from first row to freeway | 200-300 feet

Main noise source SR 101

Existing traffic volumes - AADT 2005, 146,000
Existing total through lanes 6 lanes

Planned total through lanes 8 and HOV lanes
Measured noise ievels (dBA) 58-59

Existing noise barrier

Yes, approximately 9 feet on the
customer side

Asphalt rubber friction course (ARFC)

Yes, ARFC test section

Privacy wall

Yes, 5-7 feet

Other noise reduction option

Buffer zone, berm inside the buffer
zone

Potential barrier length (feet) Approximately 2,700
Potential barrier height (feet) 20

Estimated potential barrier cost $1,890,000
Estimated cost per benefited customer $85,909

The freeway is dominated by moderate traffic volume of 146,000 AADT based on 2005
figures. Monitoring noise levels for this site for the first building row customers are about
58-59 dBA. The planned future freeway improvement projects are scheduled in Phase
1 (FY 2005-2010) and Phase 4 (FY 2021-2026). However, in the Phase 1 of HOV lane
addition, the potential barrier is not qualified for build out because the cost per
benefited customer is above ADOT NAP of $43,000. There is an existing 9-foot noise
barrier located at this site. The estimated existing barrier cost is approx;mately
$1,850,000, with an estimated cost per benefited customer of $85, 909
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Priority 9: City of Scottsdale, SR 101 & Cactus Road (NWC)

TABLE 11
information About Priority 9 Location
Age of neighborhood Properties approved around 1988
Deed date for first row customers N/A _
Date of public knowledge 7124/1985
Future freeway improvement projects New GPL and HOV
Plan phasing Phase 1 (FY 2005-2010), Phase 4
(FY 2021-2026)

Land use type SFH

No. of affected customers with 200 feet Approximately 22
from potential barrier
Average distance from first row to freeway | 250 feet

Main noise source SR 101

Existing traffic volumes AADT 2005, 123,000

Existing total through lanes 6 lanes

Planned total through lanes 8 and HOV lanes

Measured noise levels (dBA) 53-58

Existing noise barrier Partial, 11 feet

Asphalt rubber friction course (ARFC) Yes, fall 2003

Privacy wall Yes, 7.5 feet

Other noise reduction option Depressed freeway, berm on side,
setback

Potential barrier length (feetf) Approximately 4,100

Potential barrier height (feet) 20

Estimated potential barrier cost $2,842 000

Estimated cost per benefited customer $129,182

The freeway is dominated by moderate traffic volume of 123,000 AADT based on 2005
figures. Monitoring noise levels for this site for the first building row customers are about
53-58 dBA. The planned future freeway improvement projects are scheduled in Phase
1 (FY 2005-2010) and Phase 4 (FY 2021-2026). However, in the Phase 1 of HOV lane
addition, the potential barrier would not qualify for build out because the cost per
benefited customer is above ADOT NAP of $43,000. There is an existing 11-foot noise
barrier located near this site. The barrier is located from Sweetwater Avenue to Voltaire
Avenue. The estimated existing barrier cost is approximately $2,842,000, with an
estimated cost per benefited customer of $129,182.
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Priority 10: City of Phoenix, SR 51 & Greenway Parkway (NWC)

TABLE 12
Information About Priority 10 Location
Age of neighborhood Properties built in 1880's
Deed date for first row customers 1985 - 2005
Date of public knowledge 2/26/1987
Future freeway improvement projects New GPL and HOV
Plan phasing Phase 1 (FY 2005 -2010), Phase 4
(FY 2021-2026)
Land use type SFH

No. of affected customers with 200 feet Approximately 8
from potential barrier
Average distance from first row to freeway

300 feet

Main noise source SR 51 mainline and ramp

Exisiing fraffic volumes AADT 2005, 82,000
Existing total through lanes 6 lanes

Planned total through lanes 8 and HOV lanes
Measured noise levels (dBA) 56

Existing noise barrier No

Asphalt rubber friction course (ARFC) Yes, fail 2003
Privacy wall Yes, 5.5 feet

Other noise reduction option Berm and depressed freeway
Potential barrier length (feet) Approximately 1,450
Potential barrier height (feet) 10

Estimated potential barrier cost $536,500

Estimated cost per benefited customer $67,063

The freeway is dominated by low traffic volume of 82,000 AADT based on 2005 figures.
Monitoring noise level for the first building row customers is about 56 dBA. The planned
future freeway improvement projects are scheduied in Phase 1 (FY 2005-2010) and
Phase 4 (FY 2021-2026). The potential existing barrier cost is approximately $536,500,
with an estimated cost per benefited customer of $67,063.
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Priority 11: Maricopa County, SR 303, Deer Valley Road to North of Robertson Drive

TABLE 13
Information About Priority 11 Location

Age of neighborhood

Properties approved around 1994

Deed date for first row customers

N/A

Date of public knowledge

N/A

Future freeway improvement projects

New freeway/highway construction

from potential barrier

Plan phasing Phase 2 (FY 2011-2015)
Land use type SFH
No, of affected customers with 200 feet Approximately 10

Average distance from first row to freeway

300-700 feet

Main noise source SR 303

Existing traffic volumes AADT 2005, 9,800
Existing total through lanes 4 lanes

Pianned total through lanes 6 ianes

Measured noise levels (dBA) 56

Existing noise barrier ' No

Asphait rubber friction course (ARFC Yes

Privacy wall Yes, 6 feet

Other noise reduction option Setback for SFH
Potential barrier length (feet) Approximately 1,000
Potential barrier height (feef) 14 :

Estimated potential barrier cost $502,000
Estimated cost per benefited customer $50,200

The freeway is dominated by low traffic volume of 9,800 AADT based on 2005 figures.
Monitoring noise level for the first building row customers is about 56 dBA. The planned
future freeway improvement project is scheduled in Phase 2 (FY 2011-2015). The
potential existing barrier cost is approximately $502,000, with an estimated cost per

benefited customer of $50,200.,

Noise Reduction Study 16

November 2007




CONCLUSION

Based on the review of information regarding areas recommended for noise reduction
measures and exisling monitoring noise levels, a prioritization schedule was developed.
Following this report, site-specific noise modeling will be necessary to develop detailed,
site specific noise abatement recommendations and features.

Noise Reduction Study 17 November 2007
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APPENDIXD

Noise Reduction Priority Matrix




TABLEA1

PRIORITY OF NOISE REDUCTION CONSIDERATIONS BY JURISDICTION

Jurisdictions Area Location Friority Index *
City of Phoenix  |I-17 & Camelback Road, Southeast Quadrant 1
110, 7th Avenue to 15th Avenue (Norih of Interstate) 2
SR 101L & 51st Avanue, Southeast Quadrant 3
SR 101L & 7th Straet, Northeast Quadrant 4
SR 51& Greenway Parkway, Northwest Quadrant 5
City of Scofisdale |SR 101L & 90th Straet, Northwest Quadrant 1
SR 101L & Cactus Road, Northwest Quadrant 2
City of Peoria SR 101L, Pegria Avenue to Grand Avenue 1
SR 101L, Olive Avenue to Peoria Avenue 2
SR 1011, North Avenue to Olive Avenue 3
Maricopa County ISR 303L, Deer Vailey Road to North of Robertson Drive 1

* 1 baing the highest priority and 5 being the least priority
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ATTACHMENT FIVE



Transportation Review Committee 2008 Calendar

Thursday, January 31, 2008
Thursday, February 28, 2008
Thursday, March 27, 2008
Thursday, April 24, 2008
Thursday, May 29, 2008
Thursday, June 26, 2008
Thursday, July 24, 2008
Thursday, August 28, 2008
Thursday, September 25, 2008
Thursday, October 23, 2008
Thursday, December 4, 2008






